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November 18, 1992 


Mr. Gary Mack 
4620 Brandingshire Place 
Ft. Worth, TX 76133 

Dear Gary: 

Thanks for you letter of November 16. 1 assure you that the rough draft of what I am 
working on about the research community was not distributed at ASK, but is a chapter for 
my new book. I believe the copy you have was marked "Secret and Confidential", andlt was 
given to only one person there. If I am wrong on some fact, make it clear. I sent things to 
Sigalos too, in order to get some action here. 


Bronson, to whom I was led by law enforcement concerned about this [issue, insisted 
to me that he did not capture the fatal head shot sequence. I am very careful in my 
interviews. Of course there may be some other thing going on here that both of us cannot 
yet fathom. Such as two versions of the same film. Former law enforcement in Dallas now 
working closely with me indicate that certain people had all of these films and photos before 
anyone officially had them. I have eye witnesses to some aspects of this. 

Look, there are a lot of things that need to be sorted through here. I am in some 
difficulty due to a vicious criminal slander that surfaced last May 29, and now attested to in 
several affidavits. It is clear that I am a target, and it has effected my work and perception 
of things at times. Frankly, Groden has put out the most incredible character assassination 
about me since early 1989. He says I was in prison for child molestation. He even paid 
someone to suborn perjury in Dallas. 

It should occur to you that there was vast money involved in Kennedy's murder, and 
they would have the money to pay agents among us. 

- Anything I have to say about anyone in this research is not of a personal nature but 
should havey/fo do with the work or is the absolute truth. I saw certain patterns in Dallas, 
and frankly, the law is interested in some of these matters. I have been accused of all sorts 
of stuff and it is my interest to get to the bottom of things and work with police. I do note 
that you wrote my publisher, and at this point, I will try to legally destroy anyone who 
tortiously interferes with my contractual relations. But let that go by. I think we have all 
been victimized by some of the people in this community. Perhaps you should know that 
some of the rats are deserting the ship down there, and some have come into my camp. Not 

Gary Shaw, but he stated to me that you are the source of a lot of the disinformation in this 
case. 
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I think the issue here is Locke Purnell, where some of the people in this community 
are coming from, and who they really are. There is a large dissident underground of 
researchers in Dallas who have the lowest opinion of Shaw and Ferrell, but nobody is 
listening to those little people. I am trying to speak for them. I am dealing right this minute 
with former FBI people in you area that are giving me much of the real story of 1963, and 
am constantly shuttling back and forth to Dallas. In the interest of fairness, you have, to 
consider the kinds of criminal conspiracies some of us are subjected to in the course of our 
research. Even so far as violations of the RICO statutes. 

I work closely with law enforcement. I am returning to Dallas shortly with a City 
Police Officer. They know very well what is going on. The State of Maryland has co- 
jurisdiction in the case, and Ralph Nader has a suit in court at this minute based on my 
research, with a hearing next month. Through these contacts, a British constable just 
provided me with an interview with Diana Bowron. 
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My research is solid. The New York Times and the Journal of the American Medical 
Association credited me with a discovery, and from what I am told actually was confirming 
the overall integrity of my work. In addition, the JAMA articles actually proved my most 
central contentions about the forgeries. I have shown certain other work in the medical 
evidence to be a hoax and misrepresentative. I think the criticisms I have of what goes on 
in this community are valid and need to be heard, and I feel that this will soon happen, as 
there is a major article being prepared by someone else now, and a still more major book 
about the researchers-by one of us-being written. But please feel free to enumerate your 
criticisms, in hopes that it will save my blockbuster next year from errors. I'll gladly pay you 
for your time. 

I wouldn't worry too much about your reputation with other researchers. No court of 
law would give the time of day to our personal concerns, where it doesn't involve serious 
slander. Professional criticism is not tortious. You have a bad enough reputation with very 
many, and many praise you. That is true for all of us. I apologize here for any false 
statement and certainly never intend to deliberately hurt someone for no good reason. 

I think that you could be so kind as to bury the hatchet and level with me on the 
Bronson film. We would like to see it and have a video copy. I will follow all restrictions on 
use of same. Whatever you may think of me, I have a sense of honor. 

I was mislead on many scores by Groden, including things he planted in my first 
book, such as Frame 413 of the Z film. Perhaps some of the acoustic material was false for 
that reason. I was a big fool and trusted him. 
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I'll be having a mini conference on the acoustics sometime this winter, and paying the 
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travel for Todd Vaughn, Steve Barber, and Tony Marsh to school me in it for a new chapter. 
You could help out a lot if you were not so hostile. I never did anything to antagonize you 
several years ago and did not deserve your animosity. You cut off communications which led 
to this debacle. 

There is no question but that a lot of what is going on in this research community 
tracks back into the Dallas plot that killed Kennedy. You ought to know that. 

You could do me a favor by sending me a copy of the article that fell into your 
hands, as you quote some things that I don't think I could have written. Part of the major 
campaign to discredit me includes such dirty tricks, wild as that may sound. 

This is the truth, Gary. There is a criminal investigation going on with regard to 
certain of these materials, and it includes the Bronson film. To quote one cop, "He's going 
down, you can bet on it. He's going to jail!" It is in your interests to cooperate. I think you 
know very well who the target might be (not you) but it certainly makes you look bad. So 
I ask you to make it easier for us and let us take a look at the film. Part of this has to do 
with copyright violations and schemes between lawyers and researchers who advertise the 
materials, unknown to the principals. My publishers were just shaken down, and both stated 
to me that there was an illegal conspiracy going on. One of the lawyers (on my publisher's 
side) is close to Harold W. They brought it up, not me. 

As you know, there are no audible impulses on the police recordings. How do you 
explain this? I have not been able to find a reference to that in your articles or that of 
Barger et al. Also, where is the material that orders Tippit to go to Oak Cliff? We went to 
Steve Barber's home recently and listened to the good copies he has from Ramsey and 
copied them. I do have a lot of data overload with the mammoth research project I have 
underway, and so am not perfect, make mistakes, and miss things. I need a lot of help. 


I have been operating at a tremendous disadvantage all along, because I had to push 
my way in among the Heavies in this community to get access to certain materials. There 
is no doubt but that evidence is being manipulated by some of us. I have repeatedly been 
framed and set up, with false trails being laid to me and to Mark Crouch on some matters. 
I won't take it, and I'll blow the whole thing sky high if I can. 

Anyway, please put the hard feelings aside and help out. Being crazy is a great cover. 


Sincerely^ 
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HARRISON E LIVINGSTONE 
3025 ABELL AVE 
BALTIMORE, MD. 21218 
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